CONDITIONS OF EFFECTIVE DEFENCE
down. In a condition of free hands, absence of clear
commitment, a whole world went to war. By the
testimony of the very best of all the witnesses, if there
had been 'entanglement' and commitment, there
would have been no world war. The conclusion com-
monly drawn is that the way to avoid war is to have
no pre-commitment.
At the foundation of the two fallacies just outlined
lies a curiously childlike view of the nature of defence
and of attack. One hears commonly in this discussion
that if we are strong we shall not be attacked. And if
you ask what is meant by attack, the reply is usually
actual invasion or attempted invasion of territory*
Let us apply again the test of undeniable fact, event,
experience, history.
Taking the last thousand years, Great Britain has
fought many wars. Not one since the Norman Con-
quest has been fought on British soil. Our Navy and
our Armies have gone into the uttermost corners of
the earth.
Our history in this respect is not singular. Remote,
isolated, detached, disentangled America in her short
history as an independent state has had many foreign
wars. Not one of them to repel invasion. (The war
m the Mediterranean against the Barbary States; the
-war of 1912; the war against Mexico; the operations
in China, in Cuba, in Nicaragua, in Mexico; the war
against Spain; the war in the Philippines; the war in
France; the war in Russia.) American soldiers have
landed on foreign soil a score of times. Were those
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